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diplomacy can achieve what isolation 
and hostility cannot. 

For this reason, I will support the 
deal. 

Prior to the interim negotiation in 
November of 2013, and even in the face 
of a punishing international sanctions 
regime, Iran’s nuclear program was 
marching ahead. Iran had amassed 
more than 19,000 centrifuges to enrich 
uranium, and that number was grow-
ing. Iran had produced more than 11,000 
kilograms of enriched uranium, and 
that stockpile was growing. Iran had 
perfected the ability to enrich uranium 
to the 20-percent level, and that enrich-
ment level was growing. Iran was con-
structing a heavy-water facility at 
Arak capable of producing weapons- 
grade plutonium, and Iran only allowed 
limited IAEA access to its declared nu-
clear facilities, shielding its operation 
and inspection of covert nuclear sites. 

The program, when diplomacy began, 
was months away from being able to 
produce enough enriched uranium to 
make a nuclear weapon. 

Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu told the United Nations in 
2012: 

For over seven years, the international 
community has tried sanctions with Iran. 
Under the leadership of President Obama, 
the international community has passed 
some of the strongest sanctions to date. . . . 
It’s had an effect on the economy, but we 
must face the truth. Sanctions have not 
stopped Iran’s nuclear program. 

We must face the truth. A punishing 
sanctions regime did not stop Iran’s 
nuclear program. The nuclear program 
will only stop by a diplomatic agree-
ment or by military action. While mili-
tary action has to be an option, it is in 
America’s interest—and in the interest 
of the entire world—to use every effort 
to find a diplomatic resolution. In fact, 
that was the purpose of the Iranian 
sanctions to begin with—to open a path 
to a diplomatic solution. 

We now have a diplomatic solution 
on the table. The JCPOA is not perfect 
because all parties made concessions, 
as is the case in any serious diplomatic 
negotiation. But it has gained broad 
international support because it pre-
vents Iran from getting sufficient ura-
nium for a bomb for at least 15 years. 
It also stops any pathway to a pluto-
nium weapon for that period, and it ex-
poses Iranian covert activity to en-
hanced scrutiny by the international 
community forever. 

Under the deal, Iran does the fol-
lowing: It affirms that ‘‘under no cir-
cumstances will Iran ever seek, develop 
or acquire any nuclear weapons,’’ it re-
duces its quantity of centrifuges by 
more than two-thirds, and it slashes its 
uranium stockpile by 97 percent to 300 
kilograms for 15 years. This is dramati-
cally less than what Iran would need to 
produce even a single weapon. It caps 
the enrichment level of the remaining 
uranium stockpile at 3.67 percent. It 
reconfigures the Iraq reactor so that it 
can no longer produce weapons-grade 
plutonium. It commits to a series of 

limitations on R&D activities to guar-
antee that any nuclear program will be 
‘‘for exclusively peaceful purposes’’ in 
full compliance with international 
nonproliferation rules. Finally, Iran 
agrees to a robust set of international 
inspections of its declared nuclear fa-
cilities, its entire uranium supply 
chain, and its suspected covert facili-
ties by a team of more than 130 inter-
national inspectors. 

After year 15, the unique caps and re-
quirements imposed on Iran are pro-
gressively lifted through year 2025. 
After year 25, Iran is permanently obli-
gated to abide by all international non-
proliferation treaty requirements, in-
cluding the extensive inspections re-
quired by the NPT Additional Protocol, 
and its agreement that it will never 
‘‘seek, develop, or acquire any nuclear 
weapons’’ continues forever. 

If Iran breaks this agreement, nu-
clear sanctions may be reimposed. The 
United States reserves the right to 
sanction Iran for activities unrelated 
to its nuclear program, including sup-
port for terrorism, arms shipments, 
and human rights violations. 

Finally, and importantly, the United 
States and our partners maintain the 
ability to use military action if Iran 
seeks to obtain a nuclear weapon in 
violation of this deal. The knowledge 
of the Iranian program gained through 
extensive inspections will improve the 
effectiveness of any military action, 
and the clarity of Iran’s commitment 
to the world—in the first paragraph of 
the agreement—that it will never pur-
sue nuclear weapons will make it easi-
er to gain international support for 
military action should Iran violate 
their unequivocal pledge. 

This deal does not solve all out-
standing issues with an adversarial re-
gime. In that sense, it is similar to the 
Nuclear Test Ban Treaty President 
Kennedy negotiated with the Soviet 
Union in the midst of the Cold War. 
Iran’s support for terrorism remains a 
major concern, and we must increase 
efforts with our regional allies to 
counter those malign activities. But at 
the end of the day, this agreement is 
not about making an ally out of an ad-
versary, it is about denying an adver-
sary a path to obtaining nuclear weap-
ons. 

This deal takes a nuclear weapons 
program that was on the verge of suc-
cess and disables it for many years 
through peaceful diplomatic means 
with sufficient tools for the inter-
national community to verify whether 
Iran is meeting its commitments. I 
hope this resolution might open the 
door to diplomatic discussion of other 
tough issues with Iran. 

In conclusion, monitoring this agree-
ment and countering Iran’s nonnuclear 
activity will require great diligence by 
the United States, our allies, and the 
IAEA, and there will be an important 
role for Congress in this ongoing work. 
I look forward to working with my col-
leagues on measures to guarantee close 
supervision and enforcement of this 

deal. That work will be arduous, but it 
is far preferable to allowing Iran to re-
turn to a march toward nuclear weap-
ons. It is also far preferable to any 
other alternative, including war. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. today. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:46 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. PORTMAN). 

f 

CYBERSECURITY INFORMATION 
SHARING ACT OF 2015—MOTION 
TO PROCEED—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I would 
like to thank my friend from Florida, 
Senator NELSON, for allowing me to 
speak for 5 minutes. I ask unanimous 
consent that he be recognized imme-
diately following me—not the Senator 
from New Mexico, the Senator from 
Florida. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I rise in 
strong support of S. 754, the Cybersecu-
rity Information Sharing Act. I want 
to thank my colleagues Chairman 
BURR and Vice Chairman FEINSTEIN for 
their leadership on this critically im-
portant legislation. This bill, of which 
I am an original cosponsor, was over-
whelmingly approved by a 14-to-1 vote 
in the Senate Select Committee on In-
telligence in March. 

Enacting legislation to confront the 
accumulating dangers of cyber threats 
must be among the highest national se-
curity priorities of the Congress. Cyber 
attacks on our Nation have become dis-
turbingly common. More recently, it 
was the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment. A few weeks before that, it was 
the Pentagon network, the White 
House, and the State Department. Be-
fore that it was Anthem and Sony— 
just to name a few. The status quo is 
unacceptable, and Congress needs to do 
its part in passing this legislation. But 
the President, as our Nation’s Com-
mander in Chief, must also do his part 
to deter the belligerence of our adver-
saries in cyber space. 

The threats from China, Russia, 
North Korea, and Iran—not to mention 
the aspirations of terrorist organiza-
tions like ISIL and Al Qaeda—are 
steadily growing in number and sever-
ity. And our national security leader-
ship has warned us repeatedly that we 
could face a cyber attack against our 
Nation’s critical infrastructure in the 
not too distant future. I believe our re-
sponse to such an attack, or lack 
thereof, could define the future of war-
fare. 

To date, the U.S. response to cyber 
attacks has been tepid at best, and 
nonexistent at worst. Unless and until 
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